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REMA RKS 



At the outset, the undersigned wishes to thank Rxaroiner Timothy Harheek and his 
supervisor Examiner Hyung Sougil fi>r the interview conducted with the undersigned on 

September 12, 2006, 

Discussed were the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first and second paragraphs in 
particular as they pertain to die- term "'odd lot exposure limit" and the print art rejections over 
Samukuwa and Serkin. in view of Applicant's explanation of "odd lot exposure limiC and how 
thai ;s supported in the application, the examiner agreed to reconsider his position regarding die 
1 12, iirst a.nd second paragraph rejections and the prior art rejections if Applicant made the 
discussion formally of record by argument in the next action. 

The undersigned asked whether cither examiner had any other outstanding issues, in 
order to better prepare the application tor allowance or place if in better form for appeal. 
Specifically, the undersigned asked whether there were any 101 statutory subject matter issues. 
Both examiners indicated that claims 1-18; 19-25 and 26-30 could be subject to rejection based 
on lack of statutory subject matter. 

After discussion it was agreed that claims 19-25 and 26-30 directed to a system and 
computer readable medium respectively claimed statutory subject matter. However, both 
examiners contended that claims 1 -18 likely were not statutory because the method as claimed 
did not produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 'The undersigned respectfully disagreed 
indicating that routing was the useful concrete and tangible result required for the claim. In view 
of the foregoing Applicant responds to the office action, as follows: 

Applicant has amended claim 1 to include features of execut ing or delivering, claim I*> to 
delete unnecessary limitations and has made clarifying amendments to claims 20. 21 and 23. 

Applicant has also made clarifying amendments to claims 26 and 27. 

The examiner rejected Claims 1-26 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The examiner contended that: '"The specification fails 
to properly define what an "odd-exposure limit" is." 
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that indicates how many, e.g.. odd lot shares the market participant would like exposure to and o 
execute against For example* a* also explained, if an order fur 9? shares came in that would be 
considered an odd lot and the 97 shares w ould be decremented against a particular market 
makers odd lot exposure limit (a number equal to or greater than 97 up to 999,990). 
Subsequently, it another order came in for e.g., 137 shares, 37 shares would be an odd lot portios 
that would be executed as an odd lot and 37 shares would be decremented against that market 
makers odd lot exposure limit. The 199 shares would be a round lot arid executed normally. Of 
course, in another implementation the 137 shares could be treated as an odd lot exposure to 
decrement against the odd lot exposure limit. 

The examiner has the initial burden to establish a reasonable basis to question the 
enablement provided for the claimed invention. In re Wright. 999 P. 2d 1 557, 15o2. 27 USPQ2u 
1 5 1 0, 1 5 1 3 (Fed. Or. 1 993 }. Applicant contends that the examiner has not provided a 
reasonable explanation as to why this claim element is not adequately enabled by the disclosure. 
Applicant had previously noted support in the specification disclosure, on page 15, lines 4-19, 
where applicant's .specification states; 



The odd- lot execution manager 2og will not decrease the 
market, maker's displayed quote size, rather it will decrease the 
market maker's odd-lot exposure limit. 

The odd-lot execution manager 26g accesses the "odd-lot 
exposure limit" parameter that is maintained for market makers. 
The odd-lot execution manager 26g also accesses and maintains a 
market maker interval delay between odd-lot executions against 
the *amc market maker. Odd-lots are processed in a round-robm 
fashion against a market maker even if it is not at the inside, odd- 
lois are processed only against those market makers who have an 
available odd-lot exposure limit. 

Additional passages in Applicant's specification further support the odd lot exposure 
at and how it works. For example, Applicant describes at page 2, line 30 to page 3, line 8: 



In general, a market maker can and will maintain different 
exposure i units for each security that it makes a market in. The 
exposure limit can he set by the market maker. 
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i he odd- lot execution manager does not execute an odd-lot 
order iigmiitf a market maker unless die market maker had a 
sufficient exposure limit to fill the odd-lot order. Despite die 
potential for odd-lot processing iii a security tn suspend iS no 
market make? establishes an exposure limit, it is likely that 
competitive forces to capture and service this segment of the 
market will yield swift and robust processing of odd-lot 

Executions occur when the odd-lot order becomes marketable, 
i.e., when the best price in the system moves to the price of the 
odd -lot limit order. The odd-lot execution manager 26g will not 
decrease the market maker's displayed quote size, rather it will 
decrease the market maker's odd-lot exposure limit. 



Additionally, the discussion from page 14 to 19 of odd lot processing clearly explains 
how the odd lot exposure parameter works with the disclosed processing. 

Clearly, one of ordinary skill in this art would understand that an "odd-lot exposure limit" 
is a size parameter .maintained for market participants, that car; be set by the market participants 
and thai specifics the amount of a security that a quoting market participant would desire 
exposure to, e.g , to execute or fill for a specific number of odd lot shares for each security. 

At least these teachings, as well as the remainder of the specification., adequately 
dc-ttihes and enables this feature of the invention in terms which correspond rn scope to those 
u,-ed in describing and defining the subject matter sought to be patented and which would be 
unue- >tood by those of ordinary skill in this art. According, the examiner must take this term as 
ne;.ig m compliance with the enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. 1 12. first paragraph, since the 
C'Oinmv? has failed to show any reason to doubt the objective truth of the .statements relied on 
ha enabling support. See MP HP. 2164.04. 

The examiner is equally in error in regards to the claims being improper under 35 U.S.C. 
1 second paragraph for similar reasons. 

It is also well settled that it is not necessary tor the claims to recite every element needed 
l--r piaeo^al x,Si. no,s oi -Ik uar.ned subtect nunci in oaei ha _s chum \ he p^>;v- asukr ^ 
t\S.C, §1.12, second paragraph, Benciix Corp, v. Untied States, 600 F.2d 1364, 136^, 204 
L.S-P.Q. 617, 621 {Court of Claims, 1979). It is not the role of the claims to enable one skilled 
in the art to reproduce the invention, but rather to define the legal metes and bounds of the 
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casting for a« odd Sot aggregation may rs.-i.iiif in an increased risk of a fluctuation in 
the price of the security. 



Claim I : as amended, is distinct e ver Sarnukawa, taken separately or in combination svith 
viLn vnce no combination of the cited references describes or suggests determining ... 
v> >ct k, ar; odd-lot exposure limit has been exceeded for a quoting market participant and 
•»t m, a received odd-lot order , , , to the quoting market participant whose odd-lot exposure 
nn I in not been exceeded .... 

The examiner argues thai Sarnukawa teaches the odd-lot exposure hmit at paragraph 
00 v -» J -gure 2 Rcf S l >. Applicant respectfully submits that Sarnukawa neither describes nor 
m. »u.-^ this feature whether at that passage or elsewhere, Sarnukawa does not describe or 
M„g<n <he recited odd-lot exposure limit. Accordingly, inherently Sarnukawa fails to describe 
oj surest . routing a received odd-lot order . , . to the quoting market participant whose odd-lot 
Cspo\ nr. linut has not been exceeded .... in contract. Sarnukawa teaches: 



[fiOfiSS A method of tht: first aspect of :.be prest-tst invention for supporting ;i 
fradi.i" of >tn odd lot (hat is less thai! a round loi stock number determined in every 
stock toropsmy emmprist's fite steps of: receiving from a eimomer, an odd ioi -selling 
order or an odd U>i };nyin« order for a particular stack company and storing 
information of the order into a stora»c device {i'or example, step <»$ in FIG. 2, or 
step S3? in J- Hi. Hi); judging whether or not i he iiarsibcr of. tuts! stocks, of the odd 
i$;i idling orders or the Kutrtber of total stock* of the odd lot baying orders received 
at Use reeeiOtu' step is over ;i threshold value thai is !c<is than Use round iot stock 
number aod » determined by a predetermined rule tfor example, slop S9 is FIG. 1 
or step in f'IG. 10): and if if is judged at the judging step fhiii fhi.- ifiimk-r of 
u>taf stocks of the odd kit selling orders or the number of total stocks of She otid lot 
buying orders is over the Uireshoid. generating a soiling order of iae round lot stock 
number defined for the particular stock company for tlie odd io:. fifing orders or a 
Sieving order of jht round So! stock number deiitted for f he particular stock 
company for the odd lot buying orders smd outputting sirfwrttstioti of the ord-.-r (for 
sample, step Sii in FIG. I, or step S41 in FIG. 10). 



Sarnukawa teaches to total the number of odd-lot stocks and generate a round lot order: 



10005! ... .judging whether or not the number of total stocks; at She odd lot 
wfisiiji »rders or She oitsnher of total stock « of tfse odd lot buying orders ,., is over a 
ihs esftoid value that is less than the round lot stock number aad is determined by a 
predetermined rule (for example, step S«> in flC 2 or step S.I 9 in flfi. if*},- a»d if ... 
•hi: number of tola! stocks of the odd lot ... is over the threshold, generator » selling 
order oi the round iof stock number defined for the particofsr stock cotssfiany for 
:.i-:e odd lot scittng orders or a buying order of the round lot stock (lumber defined 
for soe pankular stock." 
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^vi'i'^ t 1 »n i 's di e*. ed to << mechanism to Insure iairncss to market makers in 
handling odd lot orders by the provision of the odd-lot exposure limit and routing of received 
odd-lot orders based on the odd -lot exposure limit. No such feature is disclosed in Stunukawa 
and Se.rki.rs does not cure this deficiency in Samukawa. Therefore, Samukawa whether taken 
separak-K or ;n .-oiv.htnrttien n ; th Seikm. neither de*.nhes no- .uresis clamt 1 

ir- te ee'vu ot e a.?n : the exanu jer contends thai- 
He C lum 2- -asnfik,!^,! it; \n-« ot St-skui droits ihi v'ia-muJ mrih'ni Msr-f i 
a-itl S (f>in Uirthu iiisn f«»xe>. if.e ->tt-;> at det; f mmniB ;\!h':?k! a*; ititt t\ii (bias 
between o\Li.uti«n, .>t ,«J.J-Kkv b» a speeded quofnn ssat f>ot paMiupani has i-eei* 
vtwcrtetl benn-e it>n:ii^ j \ul>\e<{sieafl) rtcmed odti-ia' <ii<Ior for t\e«ii!(.!i =w 
-iseetsk-d iju<.ii>3s ;>ait(oipdn< (pa) jgniph i)" 5 -)) 

SairuL:\v 4 j m wow d Sedvu r.esdsei describe^ no- Mtg^e.n eetenrsunm- ukMhe: - ! .n 
eUer-.d dcU\ be^een execnou^ of odd lots b\ a Mx\.iikd quoting ;najket varticipant ha<- been 
eweded bcYore r -iouh -\ iJvsoquenth receded odd-k-f .nOet lot- oxeeunoi. ;•■ ;ho ^needled 
quoting uiaike 1 participant 1 lie e\aornej d-*es n-s cite on> p.-,s-.tL<e i^m Sanr.a\a> a ar.el u. > few 
of sK pre* iou> uaau.w or. paov \ paragraphs 003.?-* u)U . t nd the unmc tS to vu-p^ ihk> 
k iinie (see pror i-.iion) Apph'ean* contends that the ..\arumej row eoreede-* that SamuKawa 
n.-t kaelt fns iea'.ere 

Sed.m ,oi- do<_s not iesenbe tbn te.itua The e^immer x^e.- on paragraph ; s>orn 

Serkin. 

;0054j Referring so i- Hi. 5B, if ttte order is nos filled XS. the orrf«r 
?\e£iitiim/ro«jti«f! STiiinsiger iwi >iif] most 90 j« fhe n»xt price iovti, after it 
preiieiiijed dtisy, a 5 second sHtt-i va! dtlay 8? fjofwe attempfii>}i t» e\i.co$t an 
s.n-ik>r si the new prkt; k-vi:L The price-ie>ei in(erva) delay viH ght ra;irk-..! 
p*rsifspa»ts time t« adjast their tjuotes and nadir:" tflter^t-j i^Unv the market 
siievss pr«-tj>tfons!y fhrongh s«o!iif>!e price k*ve!s, <v«ich may occyr wht-H thers ss 
news, !»s(«(j!s, or si|;»(Jkani market tvems. ffsits. !he price-Jevt^ ititervai (ieliiy is-. » 
■Bodest ;s«fi rv-asonaijfe atkmji! io Simit vtiiatiltjy. 

Neither the passages from Samukawa previousl\ icuvcl ^ih .be .\.* f n< .< s n^j [oc^ 1 
iron-; Serkin deal with the interval delay, as claimed in o;<kt - ua^es. i-ev .e<>ehr,> ee \\ \, , I 
tuning related to stock updates, which is unrelated to du ieaU'c tUncV \>- v a. T u ; ,]\*. \vt jpb 
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10032] from Saroukawu) or a price level delay used in the market Tor trading regular round lots 
before moving to rhe next price love! (Se-rkm). 

Clearly ihese teachings are irrelevant to the claimed feature of , . . an interval delay 
between CMViuions of odd -lots . . . before routing a subsequently received odd-lot order ... . 

OsWh ~ so allowable for analogous reasons since as was shown by Applicant, Samukawa 
taken v\ stii ^eikm foil to disclose or suggest 'the odd-lot exposure limit." 



\\ ilk leif-tv? i ( - claim 8, the examiner contends that: 



Re Oainn He Samukswa in vkv> «f Serkin tiiscfows the etsiimetl method vupra 
a«d Ssckss lutibtf aldoses wherein rontmg a ti/eeKcti o<)<Mot order oetors i« a«i 
cd&oi L'xreuitun manager \hni is a separate fsieehjuiisns f«r processing and 
(■seewiiiig orders sat! distinct from a mechanism t'»r processus;; aormaf waits «f 

trading (pi»ra.sirajjt» 0073). 



I djr ? is allowable over Samukawa with Serkin. While Serkin discloses a separate 
oJJ- ot ou v w«»n manager, the examiner has not furnished any basis to combine the teachings of 
^il \i w ub ^.euukawa. Returning to the examiner's argument tor claim L the examiner 
v.ootenu> thai: 

ft vvoijlt- have been obsitius to :s person «f ordinary sklii in Use an a- the 
tints of invention to iiiciuiif itie teachings of Sorbin to the disclosure of .Ss$««kawa 
vi odd i»t orders eat; lie evtcMed auiomaiic.allj" which creases a much move efficient 
market far these types i>f orders, Any delay (!) exteutiBg ihtsst* orders, such as 
waiting for an odd Jot aggregation nifty result in an increased risk of a fluctsjaiiosj m 
the price olthe security. 



Modifying Samukawa with: this feature taught by Serkin would destroy the intent, 
purpose and principle of operation of Samukawa since the whole point of Samukawa is to 
agueg.ue odd lots Therefore, the examiner's proffered motivation serves to vitiate the 
desirability of the combination, and indeed provides a motivation not to combine the teachings of 
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Vlm-t 1 c tc ^ cm i Wishing an odd-lot order routing parameter of a predetermined 
number of orders per firm.' s As for claim 0, the examiner states that: 



Re Claim 9; Samukawa in view of Serkin discloses the claimed method 
saprs but does ntd explicitly disclose «»e step further coroprisittg establishing a» 

wid-ltu order rouiifig parameter of <t predetermined tsumo-er of orders per linn. 
Howevet Official Notice is taken thai this step is old and neli known in f ho an. is 
*«u!d haw bctfi of>vmus ;c> u person of ordinary skit- in the art to i;seSiide this, step 
fo Hit discioMire of JSaiHufcawa it; view of Serkin in i;vder to pr««nrte fair 
competition among market participants, if one firm is allowed «« :.oter a very Sarj>i- 
order 35 a parikiiiar Urnc, (hat order would take prsortis ose.r sue other order a«d 
w«:id lake a km;> time to exhaust. This prevents other participants from achieving 
sv: efficient rmtieh for their order if they are on ffte same side as the firsf firm. 



Applicant disagrees find specifically challenges the examiner lo produce documentary 
evidence that the claimed order routing parameter is old and well know m the art and such 
knowledge would suggest, its use in the feature of claim 

Applicant notes that, the examiner acknowledges that neither Samux <\a - 'V'eu 
insufficiency m" nor the teachings of Serkin disclose this feature. Claim 9 * .ur- .«:d% >\ « 
feature ova routing parameter thai accepts a predetermined number cfordet* .* .ate ;>ei lire 
e.g.. market participant to provide fairness in execution of such orders, is ne\l*e» jc-< ; rvo r <j 
suggested by the references taken separately or in combination with Ofilew \o;«vC 



QairnJO 

Claim 10, as amended, is distinct over Samukuwy. since the reference fails to disclose o 
suggest ifthe odd lot exposure limit has been exceeded . . . determining a next available quoting 
market participant., by retrieving the next available quoting market participant's odd-lot exposu 
hnnt and determining whether the next quoting market participant has a remaining odd-lot 
exposure limit that can satisfy the order. 

As should be dear by now. Samukawa taken with Serkin do not teach the claimed "odd 
lot exposure limn." Nevertheless, the examiner stales that: 



Ut- Claim tU: Samufcswa in view of Serkin disclose* the claimed me! hod supra 
bot does not explicitly dispose wherein if the odd sot exposure limit bus bet-B 
exceeded, Use method fort her comprise}.; determining a nest available quo! ing 
market participant, by ret reiving {sicO the next available quuti»^ market 
participants odd-lot exposure limit and determining whether the next quoting 
market participant has a remaining odd-lo! expos-ire limit that can satisfy the 
order. However tliU step »>wtild have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
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Mi s >i >ii<uy f .fn it i,uio<> h(ii,» f lift! a44.11*! Mii<i! kU jmt!s. ([>>)+ » x c- sev 
Se^jfs splits sKii <><*(U<>f )irf »i 410 tvemud Jg'»n<. am t -Kafitt (i in* iys 
-.ast i>«Ue. tpdij,. ofjSj ')(»"■?, 4B(i tin rt ion moid s i >i a s t«it< h> f th h * ouK* 
v-^vvttS 5ii»f \ t^bhth"} h> du p<t!ifup<i)i; <) kk ok~i.uk> and n* p*«ti\o 
«<«i<1 n m 'hiiju^,! ihi station utitO <<» <f>pros>oa t (*>i>f!t jp<sm i,>» o« t<mrc 

\pp k >>> k-'atON How i.^ *i, a t fu otoposau vl •> n' ^ i!r iwLi^, o 
•»uK\j Mi x ohmi»i ' r t> in. 1 oi^roiatiOx uVrOvo <'v . t d-,o; OiJ.* k\,>lio 
DdiKOt^b e e- Ox'ihu! .r So \s i d,x.^ nut jckb j-s t k c^usl 5 ^t * if Y So' > ^pi v,ie 
m i* h >s v. s o\^ t A\d n eti 'J Li ifer v.oiryuse> eetcinr rv a no\t a> u aKe oau *»y 

Ti l' ( t i- 1 K'.MiU VliC' lOC i t\ , \ I'llt >js O 1 IL> ill 1 \0t T tr <^^ v i' s > o"-io; CsfX^- T C 

''i, J »v dee n< n „%\ht'ho tl rcV quou ma^et oausup ir <.r % u . oJ« 'o' 

vHposuit. 1' r ! J . w ^aUs^ 1 u o'-^.lo'■ ,, because S^iljr does 1 of octet' "> k ^ ie ^.exe* 
p<^'n.r>a? had u oud-lo* evpoMci hmn n >' w j -juvh «Lf okVi v ns o .1 ^j.t 

teaches lo execute in round robin rotation. 

With respect to claim 14, chum 14 limits claim 13 and recites ... decrementing (he 
exposure limit fur the market maker, upon execution of (he order and placing the market maker 
at the bottom of a queue. 

Applicant contends thai one eu:in»-t dcaeiPcrt w ha A one does not disclose. Clearly 
neither Sarmrkavva nor Serkin d^Ane the o\pcnre hm:t and thus cannot inherently ui^elt.^e 
''decrementing an odd-lot exposure Unui *ot the qu.umg market parucipans. against, which the 
received odd-lot order was ^?^:e^A>tetl or ddnoied upon exveution or delivery of the received odd- 
lot order." 

Claim 16 

Claim 16 further liuiits claim 1 ami recites: ''determining if an order is a mixed lot order 
and executing as odd-lot portion of the -nixed lot using a separate mechanism from the 
mechanism (hat executes a round lot portion of the mixed lot.'' This feature ;s noi. suggested by 
any combination of the references at least because there is no motivation to combine Samukawa 
with Serkin for the reasons discussed in claim 1 0, namely that such a purported combination 
would destroy the intent, purpose and principle of operation of Samukawa. 
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Claim 17 

Claim 17 recites that the odd-lot portion is executed at the round-lot price against the next 
quoting market participant in rotation even if the round- lot price is no longer the best price in the 
market. 

Serkin neither describes nor suggests this feature, but instead describes: '100731. . . 
whenever the odd-lot order becomes marketable, i.e., when the best price in the system moves to 
the price of the odd-lot limit order Por example, if a member enters a market order for 30 shares 
into the system, odd lot execution manager 20g will immediately and automatically execute the 
order at the inside price against the market maker thai is fust in rotation for execution of. such 
orders, regardless of the market makers quoted price " 

Claim 17 insures that the odd lot portion receives the same price as the round lot portion, 
even if the market moves whereas, Serkin teaches that the odd lot execution is at the price of the 
inside market irrespective of the quoted price of the market maker. However, this is a different 
pricing mechanism than thai claimed in claim 17. 



Claim 18 

With respect to claim 18, claim 18 calls for aggregating a number of odd lot executions 
Air a particular security to produce an aggregate round lot execution comprised of odd-lot 
executions: and decrementing a Quote/ Order size upon execution of the aggregate round lot 
execution, when the number of odd lots executed equals a round lot. The examiner contends 
that: 



Hi i '<»■« *S Sa»)uka«a dioclw iht J.ifiiKd .iu«h >J «tpu <niO f>irtin<- 
t iv<. * \«^ r ^:at!-!,, a nu-niKt ,.>< mid la' im.i Uio'i? t-jj a j>ai isesiSs- Miuto^ )t> 
pn-dt-te J!) ass !»M«rf !t»i t.\ivuUQ<) eami>< ><•»«! oe otici i-n n«nii'i,i\ ( i igmo 

sk}>\ S" <iH S imijkJV.1 tllKS U(H <-\pl)«th ■Si'.J.O.t. tiH Step-)t * fV<.l*lfltHt!JI,> 

sis Qhoiv Oxks m/<? i<j.n)K i \ectiituii ')! shf B^')Ci>.iio toiitid lot cs.ti'itK»', ^sstf- the 
tiamSier <>■ <»h* h>\* en< uu>d L <ji-,ih ii lound 1«: Seik-si -indoves diu- rcv tus 
Ouwo Ouli ! \»e sjp< f i! c\ec«<«<>» oi ihtf a^te^aio "lund kn ev«M.t>oa, vokss ok 
jjanihw >>? (Ki-i I'Bv eu'iirtod v j )Oi-n(! i.sf {{. ss a^i (MKfc-iH'^tf) i! vmii.i 
iii-^t K,t oSrwtnis • fJ t (mini u\ sk")S m i lie att to i-JcS-j<k the teac tm-},s j> 

^i'i-islM.'lu <i:<<J<>*>]m i)i S<tmuka^a femiiinMin iht. amuse* tiu !U(>»t« JtfS 
!»<1« f ^siem 5' is, "!Ckj M/e <<. not deceased dmc a i.aiit ■<< hmmI.b ss^si 

ot Vn mmchi ni)S M't i;> maicuidit, xolunic o! stcwine*. oi- \\n *a-Sc«> isfiif. a* it, ><i! 
<t lyiM* (hat Miiu'iie iv not ionsje! aiaif.sbSt 
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* ' U* J <• to >so*r discussed in claim 10, claim 1 8 further distinguishes over 
S i a.kuv- are 1 "serk 1 i <~t 'us v K p h<-poJ led tomKn, tie ^ '\oi i ^ -e - o : m j t>k <mu~/ 

V>^nhj >"o'!< 11 H t >ki s 'k^dnns.* , i\n* Mv "u^.u.j*.. Must 
Vt f < ie,»'\s i^vi^u iru'i, jiilw ir v\rh Mu'ii b s-e J hoss 

hik"v t *. Luri ^ are" >K.nd Uu i * u KV^vknR tq< sJc.il _ vru >l u . < o-s 
•> n 1 1 v.<u i ^ f , ^ o>r " i. j, eetimjpv, \\h< tbu t u \\1 k\ i > pu->i v r r T I cr t,\>_<„0( a 
in i „ ior r« - pj.t.v'i . i 1 «n,„ oi-le o txeuvd Cdi U '« d kn ew i or „ ( I u * to 
t i- t a<u ui. ,u v pa ! v.p t > o-e odd k\ opovito it ii* I a^ i n "va t\t.o^n i v.h,Us s 
su + ^5v!\ Jo sai -uKajd.v'* ivoiJrl ,a '! r- . \ J aie oA ^rii. Uti „i ,o« v v >, „„aso 

t! ,(. o I'.jn J 'it os r > 'eiMh deft sJ a^.s'i' * i>o ^0 
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